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To Whom It May Concern .^“..l.“sl”.s .,.- _. j ram writing to you today with concern of the study, A Multicenter Randomized 
Dose Response Study of the Safety, Cliical and Immune Response of Dryvox 
Administered to Qildren 2 to,?, years of age. 

I learned of this study through several art&es of which I have recently read. With 
the information I have attained from these articles; I have come to the qon$.@ithat for .f 1 (I * i)_ ~.c;*~&a~,,~, iii< 
many I-cx&&~ ~~GG,&“&ZiSii~~~ &fie. h,$ie+ i&&, ‘Forty &i&en ages Go’to five 
years old will .het&en out of schools ~xi@ycareS for one month tid be administered 2. ,A.__. j.,* .,. (. .” .- wc~+.>..,: ,I;. L the sm~lpx vacche. ‘~~~~g~~~~~‘~~~~~ scientists wfil be studying these cbl&en to .^ 

see if diluted doses of this vaccme wil be sufficient in preventing the Smallpox Virus. ,. ‘.I;,, ‘! * .‘? %,v”:.* “. 4 5 ,I~ / ,.,,.,,) 
The children wm be expe&d to have, a bandage covering the injection site for the whole 
month without,tou&mg it. if the child by any chance touches the, injection site, and then 
touches his or her mouth, eye, or another person, that child, and the other person could be 
infected with the actual Smallpox virus. I feel that this plan to test the vaccine in young 
children is everely dawed. There ‘are many other, issues dealing with the safety, health 
and the well being of the ch$d.ren that must be taken.~$to greater consideration. 9”. .,* 

one reason why this study should not be &ried out without more research and ‘Z.. .,lj /) ‘ j\ dE, \i.,~ % : ,. ..‘i l ;:,.s; 4s b: i? <.:‘.. 

information is that this study will affect these children.m, all aspects of then hves for the 
. . 

whole month. Th& study is completely unethical.: These &ldren~don’t understand the I i ‘j.“,“.,.A, _‘I_ ip+\..::, 
risks and side affects this vaccine may have one them if they do not folloy doctor’s 

” 

instructions. There are &&<s IrisI@ i.nvoIyed iq t$is study, and if anything goes wrong, . * 
death can be the result. “It‘may ‘6 u&thiCai &: te$ in~h~~l~~y children a vac@ne, that 
could CXH,E& a life threatening reaction when the ,$$dren probably won’t benefit from it - 
unless a bio-terrorist attacQ $tb ~.t@lpox.” This quote was mentioned ,in + af?ticle , .I -.. 
written by Laman Neergaard, AP Medical Wr$et!. The reason why this testing was even ..“, il.,.* : e \ ., ̂: ,,“, ,, / ,,.. I 
taken into thought is because president Bush feels @~~~~ti~\~~Lr$@~t have io&kii’ a hold _ /.. c L, 
of the virus and coul$, IBX, $ against us in an t&&&“fiik*&&e been no_‘S,~~$lpx 
outbreaks in the world since the early 1970’s, and if terrorists never attack *hithe - “_ -‘-“*“*,.L..+“? ,,.. >>$ $ai;i:“,>&**se.l ‘,l 
sma$ox v&&then this whole study would have been a fo.olish waste since we will not z,. I. I, (8 l, ,S’i...d ii :.rT-,,“-4’ ,.,>:.: ; c.. ..; _,. ; ,I 
need to treat Smallpox unless th&, happens. “.. s. 

Another reason why we should not te$ v$ithgut..rn$e r?sgqch is that t% 
chiklren’s social and aqademi$ progress will be put on hold for a whole.n&nt~h.,~e ages 



of 4 and 5 especially, are crucial in the development of a young child’s social and 
academic progress. I have not read anything about what the FDA proposes to do’ in 
regards to education and socialization of the chil~en. Are the chihlren going to be 
isolated from all friends and family for the whole month, are they going to be kept in 
hospitals, who is going to care for them while their parents go to work, how will these 
children stay caught up with school. These are just a few of the many questions I have as 
well as the re.st of the”public. If I were to consider participating my child in a study with 
so many risks I would need to know all of-he facts and te&ni@ties of it. ,, 

Though there are many opposing arguments to the Smallpox vaccine, we may 
also benefit fiorn this reaeamh ,m the future. If by ‘chance we were to have a bio-terrorist 
attack, we would know how this vaccine affected:~~ldren,and,,we‘ would bo’ prepared. 
Also it would put parents at ease about giving their children the vaccine because they 
would now all of the side affects and r$@&at go along with it. Dr. Julia MCMillan of >.” , ,‘,,+wa ,,.h.-“*‘L1 
Johns Hopkins University, a spokeswoman for the American Academy ofPediatrics said, 
“I would certainly want these trials to be conduct$l,before I would want my child to be 
vaccinated.” But on the other hand, to avoid even! ha&g to test on children, if we are hit 
with an attack, we could administer the vaccine through Ring Vaccination. *‘ Ring 
vaccination controls an outbreak by vaccinating and monitoring a ring of people around 
each infected individual” (American Academy of Pediatrics) ,. ., 

In conclusion, I believe that the study of vaccinating forty children ages two to 
five is highly unethical, this study has many unanswered questions of what will be done 
about the children”s social a&l a@&mie prog%&‘for‘that -m&h; we will not need to use 
this information unless there *$, a”bio-teporiz$ ,attaek, and there are also other alternatives 
if we do end up having a Smallpox outbreak. As you can see, there are still many flaws in 
this plan that need to be looked over. Instead of putting these children’s lives at risk 
please take my thoughts into consideration in revising the plan to testthe Smallpox 
vaccine on these children. 

Sincerely, 

Lauren Devine 


